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The Capital 


Taking a Covered Wagon to the New Frontier 


The press is bewitched, the Left is 
bothered and the GOP is bewildered. 
And all because of John Fitzgerald 
Kennedy, the most determined and 
calculating politician to reside in the 
White House for 20 years and per- 
haps longer. The general concensus 
(available in the backseat of any taxi- 
cab) is that President Kennedy is ful- 
filling his campaign promise to build 
a New Frontier, but that his materials 
are arriving by covered wagon rather 
than jet plane. 

Still, the press has been hypnotized 
by the incredible volume of news re- 
leases, conferences, briefings, meet- 
ings and background sessions. The of- 
fice of the White House Press Secre- 
tary, never a dull spot even when Ike 
was golfing in Augusta, resembles the 
assembly line in “Modern Times” with 
the secretaries frantically typing to 
keep up with the announcements 
pouring from the house next door. 
There is, of course, much method in 
this seeming madness as there is in 
everything done by JFK. The Presi- 
dent wishes to retain as long as possi- 
ble the favorable press coverage that 
contributed in no small way to his 
victory last November; and secondly, 
he wants to create the illusion in the 
papers and on radio and television 
that “America is moving ahead” un- 
der the Kennedy Administration. He 
is succeeding so far in attaining both 
goals. 

But the rumbles, no louder than an 
Adlai sniff at present, are beginning 
on the Left. Walter Reuther no less 
has criticized the Administration’s 
economic recovery plan for not going 
far enough. 

The economic recommendations ten- 
dered the Congress during the first 
few weeks of the Kennedy Adminis- 
tration have tended to confirm the 
suspicions of the Liberal Liberals that 
JFK is a moldy moderate; i.e., one 
who will extend slowly and cautiously 
the Welfare State and who might 
even desist if the objections are loud 
and prolonged enough. The President 
does not seem to be concerned about 
a possible defection by this group. 
And why should he? He has their 
number and knows how small it is. 
He will not be troubled by the with- 
drawal of support which he never 


had. 


However, while the Left has ap- 
parently little difficulty deciding what 
to do with the Kennedy Administra- 
tion, the Republicans are quietly be- 
wildered, and with good reason. How 
can they attack domestic proposals so 
closely akin to ones which they sup- 
ported during the Eisenhower years? 
There may be a few changes here and 
there, a few millions more here, a 
slight extension there, but the major- 
ity of the measures presented to the 
Congress, wrapped in the usual lugu- 
brious Kennedy prose, are variations 
on a theme by Eisenhower. 


The financial editor of the Christian 
Science Monitor has described, rather 
waspishly, the Kennedy program as a 
“collection of measures which in large 
part are useful bits of economic and 
social action. They are bits and pieces. 
They are not a full contracyclical 
program. They give a public impres- 
sion of a crash program. They pro- 
duce a feeling that something is being 
done. But they do not represent a 
measured, planned, executed con- 
tracyclical program in the genuine 
sense of the word.” 

Can it be concluded then that Ken- 
nedy is not the brash immature man 
of Republican propaganda? Of course 
it is still early to make any firm pre- 
dictions, and the President may yet 
deserve the grim warnings of his op- 
position during the 1960 campaign. 
But it seems unlikely for several rea- 
sons—34 million of them to be exact. 


Although a good many people (in- 
cluding a conspicuously large number 
of Republicans) have seemingly for- 
gotten about the 34 million citizens 
who voted for Richard Nixon, the 
President has not. He remembers 
them and he covets them as does any 
President who wants to remain the 
Chief Executive. John Kennedy will 
woo them lovingly, skillfully, assidu- 
ously, to make his re-election, about 
which he is already thinking, that 
much simpler. 


Secondly, Kennedy has rarely if 
ever displayed any tendency to shoot 
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from the hip. To the contrary, he 
raises his gun slowly, aims carefully 
and squeezes tenderly. He does not 
blink when the gun goes off. Listen to 
one of his press conferences. Notice 
the manner in which he picks his way 
cautiously from word to word and 
sentence to sentence, often pausing 
for a second or two before continuing. 
However rapidly and glibly he may 
have debated Humphrey or Nixon as 
a candidate, John Kennedy is now 
the President and his syntax is be- 
ginning to show it. 

Outside the White House, Wash- 
ington crackles with the energy of all 
the bright young men who confidently 
predict they will have their agencies 
running smoothly within one year. 
What these incandescent intellectuals 
overlook is that the Federal Govern- 
ment is not an automobile but a gla- 
cier. The  nine-tenths which _ lies 
beneath the surface is a bureaucracy 
180 years in the expanding, and it 
will take more than a few roman can- 
dles like Stewart Udall, Robert Ken- 
nedy and Orville Freeman to melt it. 

The one major victory for JFK dur- 
ing the first three weeks occurred in 
the House of Representatives where 
Speaker Rayburn pushed through his 
plan to enlarge the Rules Committee. 
Mister Sam prevailed, by five votes, 
but it remains to be seen whether the 
Rules Committee will now report out 
every piece of liberal legislation with- 
out a second thought. The President 
himself may want certain items held 
up to avoid an embarrassing defeat on 
the House floor where the ghosts of 
34 million anti-Kennedy voters walk 
and talk every day. 

In the Senate, all is calm. The reso- 
lution to revise Rule 22, the present 
debate rule, was returned to the Rules 
Committee by a narrow margin. It 
will come again to the floor if one can 
believe the majority leader, Mike 
Mansfield, and one usually can. Since 
then, Senators have been smiling at 
and shaking the hands of various Ken- 
nedy appointees, all of whom were 
confirmed. 

As the first month of the Kennedy 
Administration draws near, some of 
the more cynical are remarking that 
at the present rate, Jack Kennedy will 
have to repeal the 22nd Amendment 
to reach the New Frontier. Still it is 
very early, but not so early that JFK 
has not already learned that talking 
about the Presidency and being the 
President are two vastly different 
things.—Lee Edwards. 
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Ten years ago this magazine would not have been 
possible. Twenty years ago it would not have been 
dreamed of. Thirty-five years ago it would not have 
been necessary. Today, The New Guard is possible, it is 
a reality, and it is needed by the youth of America to 
proclaim loudly and clearly: We are sick unto death of 
collectivism, socialism, statism and the other utopian 
isms which have poisoned the minds, weakened the 
wills and smothered the spirits of Americans for three 
decades and more. 

Thirty-five years ago Americans believed in them- 
selves and in the institutions and traditions which had 
brought them to a broad plateau of power and pros- 
perity. But something went wrong—not so much with 
the system as with its members and a Great Depression 
settled over the Nation like a thick cold blanket of fog. 
A self-confident political leader rubbed his ambition 
against his personality and ignited a small area around 
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him. For eight years he struck match after match of 
statism and collectivism until finally the fog lifted— 
when the United States went to war. 

Twenty years ago The New Guard would have 
remained a dream for the educators had done their job 
well. Liberalism was the banner on nearly every cam- 
pus from the East Coast to the West, and it was agreed 
in a thousand rathskellars but a little while more and 
utopia would be here. 


Ten years ago the first open rebellion appeared. How 
long do we have to wait? asked the more impatient 
ones. How much more do we have to give up? 
demanded the more philosophical. In the past decade 
organizations like the Intercollegiate Society of Indi- 
vidualists were formed; magazines like National Review 
and Modern Age were published; and only last Sep- 
tember, 1960, Young Americans for Freedom was born. 


The statement of principles adopted then, the Sharon 
Statement, is brief and to the point: it upholds and 
affirms “certain eternal truths,” among them, man’s God- 
given free will, the interdependence of economic and 
political freedom, the efficacy of the market economy 
and the need for enlightened self-interest in foreign 
policy. 

The New Guard will publicize and promote all activi- 
ties of Young Americans and young Americans who 
extend these “eternal truths.” It will be non-partisan 
only in the sense that it will not align itself with any 
particular party or group. It will, however, support 
and actively work for men and women in both parties 
who believe in these truths. 


Action is the key word and principal motivation of 
Young Americans for Freedom and this publication. 
One has only to make the most cursory examination of 
our Nation and of the world to know that action is 
imperative for our preservation and that of the world. 

So far we have not used the word “conservative” 
but do so now. The New Guard is “conservative” in our 
sense of the word, which we define as believing in and 
desiring to extend those principles responsible for the 
greatness of this Republic. 

We anticipate a certain measure of opposition and 
even ridicule, both of which we welcome. The tide of 
conservatism is rising all over the United States, and 
we will rise with it leaving behind those unfortunates 
still chained to the rotting posts of “liberalism”, col- 
lectivism and statism. If they wish to sacrifice them- 
selves for a lost cause, let them do so. Nevertheless, 
we offer them the pincers of liberty, individualism and 
initiative to free themselves of chains as rusty as the 
shibboleths which undoubtedly our opponents will 
attempt to wrap around us. 

With this issue, we extend to every young American 
an invitation to help build an Ark which will carry 
America to the highest peak of all. 








“We'll Take Manhattan, the Bronx and...’ 
(Written in Pebruary with full coufidence iu the outcome! 


On March 3rd, 1961, America 
blinked her eyes in amazement as 
over three thousand (3000) people 
filled New York City’s Manhattan 
Center for—A Conservative Rally! 

They came by plane from Denver, 
by bus from Washington, D. C., and 
by subway from Brooklyn to attend 
the presentation of the first Annual 
Awards given by Young Americans 
for Freedom for contributions to 
American Conservatism and the youth 
of the Nation. 

Awards were presented to: 

James Abstine, state chairman of 
the Indiana College Young Republi- 
cans. William F. Buckley, Jr., Editor 
of National Review. Taylor Caldwell, 
distinguished best-selling novelist. His 
Excellency George K. C. Yeh, Ambas- 
sador of the Republic of China to the 
United States. Professor Russell Kirk, 
author, educator, and lecturer. 

Herbert V. Kohler, President of the 
Kohler Company. Eugene C. Pulliam, 
publisher of the Pulliam Newspapers. 
George E. Sokolsky, nationally syndi- 
cated columnist. Lewis L. Strauss, 
former chairman of the Atomic Energy 
Commission. Representative Francis E. 
Walter, chairman of the House Com- 
mitte on Un-American Activities. 

The applause and cheers resounded 
through the Center, scene in the past 
of such activities as the annual con- 
vention of the International Ladies 
Garment Workers Union. The union 
convention may have enjoyed an 
equally large audience on occasion, 
but not a main speaker like Senator 
Barry Goldwater. 

The topic of the Senator’s applause- 
peppered address was, “The Conserva- 
tive Sweep on the American Campus.” 

Senator Goldwater declared that a 
conservative trend was_ particularly 
noticeable to him on his nation-wide 
speaking tour during last year’s Presi- 
dentiak campaign. He described the 
movement as “an intelligent and re- 
sponsible revolt from the pigeon-holing 
effects of regimentation and centrali- 
zation of power in the United States.” 

“They are beginning to realize,” the 
Senator said, “what this means to the 
future political direction of our Na- 
tion. These young people are the 
thought leaders of a generation which 
is rapidly coming to maturity.” 

“They are the national leaders of 


tomorrow. They are concerned with 
their future, and they don’t want it 
mortgaged by political persuasions 
with which they are not in sympathy.” 

The rafters shook. 

Senator Goldwater’s address _fol- 
lowed the presentation of awards to 
the people and groups judged by 
Young Americans for Freedoms to 
have made significant contributions to 
American conservatism and the youth 
of the nation. Selected from every area 
of American civilization, the back- 
grounds of the 8 patriots have one 
thing in common: an ability to pre- 
serve and win over odds which would 
have discouraged and defeated lesser 
men and women. 

* James Abstine, chairman of the 
Indiana College YR’s for the second 
time, is an outstanding example of 
young conservatism on the rise. Jim 
combined his politics with studies at 
Butler University from which he 
graduated in 1960. He now attends 
Indiana University Law School. His 
forte is practical politics, and he is 
the author of various manuals and in- 
struction pamphlets dealing with cam- 
pus politics. 

¢ William F. Buckley Jr. has been 
described as the “spark which ignited 
the Conservative movement in Ameri- 
ca.” A graduate of Yale University, 
Mr. Buckley has written three books, 
God and Man at Yale, McCarthy and 
His Enemies (with L. Brent Bozell) 
and Up From Liberalism. He is the 
founder and editor of National Review, 
which celebrated its fifth anniversay 
last fall to the amazement of a great 
many Liberals, who are beginning to 
realize that Mr. Buckley is not a 
lonely voice but the most articulate 
member of a swelling chorus. 

® Taylor Caldwell (alias Max Rein- 
er) has written more good books 
which have sold more copies than 
practically any other American man or 
woman. Born in England, Miss Cald- 
well began defending her adopted 
country, the United States, at an early 
age by serving as a yeomanette in the 
U.S. Naval Reserve from 1918-19. 
Among her best-sellers are Dynasty of 
Death, Never Victorious, Never De- 
feated, and Dear and Glorious Physi- 
cian. Miss Caldwell’s works reflect her 
personal integrity as well as her re- 
spect for the “eternal truths” to which 


Young Americans for Freedom is 
dedicated. 

¢ Russell Kirk, whose name is synon- 
ymous with conservatism, is a bache- 
lor of arts, Michigan State, master of 
arts of Duke, a doctor of laws of St. 
Andrews (Scotland) and honorary 
doctor of literature of Boston College. 
Founder and former editor of Modern 
Age, Mr. Kirk now edits the Univer- 
sity Bookman and is research profes- 
sor at C. W. Post College (New York- 
Long Island). 

¢ Herbert V. Kohler, associated with 
the Kohler Company of Wisconsin 
since 1914, was named president in 
1937. He holds a Ph.B. from Sheffield 
Scientific School (Yale) and is a trus- 
tee of Beloit College. Through his 
myriad activities in the educational 
and manufacturing fields, Mr. Kohler 
has acquired the reputation of being 
one of the nation’s most dedicated con- 
servatives. Among those who will 
attest to his steadfastness is Walter 
Reuther. 

¢ Eugene C. Pulliam, now at the 
peak of a career which began as a 
reporter for the Kansas City Star in 
1910, is the president and head of 
Phoenix Newspapers, publishers of the 
Phoenix Gazette and the Arizona Re- 
public; head of the Indianapolis 
Broadcasting Co. (Station WIRE), 
and head of Indianapolis Newspapers 
Inc. (Indianapolis News and Star.) 
Founder of Sigma Delta Chi, national 
journalistic fraternity, Mr. Pulliam has 
an outstanding record as a conserva- 
tive. 

* George E. Sokolsky began his 
journalistic career as editor of the 
Russian Daily News in Petrograd 
(1917). He spent many years in China 
as an editor and correspondent. He 
writes a daily column, syndicated by 
King Features, broadcasts Sunday 
nights on ABC, and is president of 
the American Jewish League Against 
Communism. 

¢ Lewis L. Strauss, a man of service 
and integrity, was Herbert Hoover’s 
secretary during World War I. Later 
he became a partner of Kuhn, Loeb 
and Co., a member and later chairman 
of the U.S. Atomic Energy Commis- 
sion. Admiral Strauss holds the Dis- 
tinguished Service Medal, the Legion 
of Merit and Gold Star (Navy), and 
Officer, Legion of Honor (France). 
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By Greorce FowLer 
Mr. Fowler, 26, a Columbia graduate, 
has worked for the “New York Daily 
News” and is currently an assistant editor 


The Press... 


Cries of a “controlled press” are 
part of the unrestricted ritual of pro- 
test in our land. They emanate with 
equal ease from the grand dames of 
the devil under every bed theory on 
one side and from Harry Truman on 
the other. 

It is of course impossible to esti- 
mate how far “right” or “left” the 
American press is situated. But one 
fact stands as firm as Robert the Bruce 
at Bannockburn—there is no line to 
which American newspapers rally en 
masse. True, our newspapers have lost 
much of their grass roots character in 
the last few decades, and would there- 
fore seem easier prey for those who 
would impose a 
trend of thought. 


centrally-directed 


For instance we had at the outset 
of World War One some 7,000 dailies 
which served less than a hundred mil- 
lion people. Today, with a population 
of more than 180 million, we have 
1,800 dailies. 


are leaving many towns and cities with 


fewer than Mergers 
a one paper press. Chain purchases, 
whereby acquired papers surrender 
to some extent their independent edi- 
torial policies, continue to mount. 


But the American press is still a 
many-headed animal, responding to 
numerous factors and pressures. The 
question is therefore: “Which side, 
liberal, makes the 
strongest overall impression with the 


conservative or 


American leadership?” 
Mostly Conservative 

Most papers follow a conservative 
‘editorial policy. Outside the South, 
about three fourths of them consist- 
ently support the Republican party. 
But it is strictly a matter of guess- 
work as to how many people read 
editorials. With a paper such as the 
Wall Street Journal the number might 
run to 65 per cent or more (never take 
a paper’s own figures on such matters 
as bible). In most cases a safe esti- 
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left 


mate would be well below a fourth 
of the readership. 

Therefore what does it profit a man 
to do a scalpel-like analysis of Ken- 
nedy’s Keynesian-bent economic poli- 
cies on the editorial page if, on page 
one, the entire family reads about Car- 
oline’s latest story book or the latest 
gadget Jacqueline has resurrected 
from the White House cellar? No one 
knows. In terms of the bread-and- 
butter business of winning votes, no 
one really knows, except of course, if 
the ADA will pardon the expression, 
God. 


It is therefore more practical to 
dwell in the realm of greatest tangible 
influence—where the liberals are obvi- 
ously strong and where the conserva- 
tives would do best to attempt to 
infiltrate—the ranks of working press 
political writers. 


Nixon Cries ‘Foul’ 


The most vivid recent example of 
liberal-slanted reporting came during 
the 1960 Presidential campaign. Rich- 
ard Nixon cried “foul” in regard to the 
professional conduct of the majority of 
newsmen covering him. Close exami- 
nation bears him out, though it may 
fall short of bailing him out. In a 
January letter to a few select news- 
men Nixon wrote: “As you can see, it 
was pretty difficult for me to get my 
position across to the voters in view 
of the attitude of some of the report- 
ers covering the campaign.” 

In a post-election letter to Nixon 
one leading Washington newsman, 
known to be something of a nixo- 
phile but considered one of the most 
intellectually honest reporters in the 
Capitol, wrote: “I think (the press 
coverage of the campaign) is one of 
the most, if not the most, shameful 
chapters of the American press in 
history. The literal truth, and it can 
be documented, is that your strongest 
attacks on Kennedy were soft-pedaled 
by the pro-Kennedy press attached to 
your campaign. Why blame the voters 
for thinking that it didn’t matter too 
much who was elected when they 


for a Washington newsletter. 


Or Center? 


Right 


read, day after day, dispatches sub- 
ordinating your strongest points and 
playing up frivolous details?” 


Granted Nixon never belted Ken- 
nedy in the sustained manner seasoned 
Republican _ strategists had urged. 
Few doubt, for instance, that he 
should have belittled the Democratic 
candidate before the Eleanorphobe- 
Adlaiphobe Irish as the man who went 
hat-in-hand to Hyde Park to seek the 
support of the First Lady of America 
Last, or that he should have damned 
the Democrats for the loss of Eastern 
Europe to Communism when address- 
ing Slovic-stock audiences. His “I 
agree with Senator Kennedy” first TV 
debate is still wince-meat to party 
faithful. The list seems endless. But in 
spite of this, and in view of the close 
result, does it not seem reasonable to 
assume that Nixon would today be 
President if he had received a fair 
shake in press coverage? 

During the campaign Three Star 
Extra, a Washington radio news pro- 
gram, observed: “The Democrats, 
notably Mr. Truman, often say all the 
papers are Republican. They omit that 
in many cases 80 to 85 per cent of the 
newsmen who work on those papers 
are Democrats.” 

One campaign example of how a 
little newsroom doctoring helped Ken- 
nedy along involved a one column 
story in the first edition of a certain 
paper. It was headed “Betting Odds 
Favor Nixon.” By the time the last 
edition hit the streets (and possibly 
long after the Republican managing 
editor had gone to bed) the story had 
been worked into an eight column 
banner head _ reading: “Gamblers 
Favor Nixon.” 

Another favorite gimmick which 
usually works in favor of the Demo- 
cratic or “liberal” candidate is the 
“crowd estimate.” Routine procedure 
on this is to buttonhole the local 
police chief or one of his aides and 
ask him how big a crowd he believes 
to be on hand. But often the boys 
get together (they don’t want to be 
stuck with differing figures) and 
make their own estimate. This usually 
turns out to be a liberal estimate for 
a Democratic candidate and a con- 








servative estimate for a Republican. 
These estimates have considerable 
psychological effect if candidate A 
(a press corps favorite) appears to be 
outdrawing candidate B in town after 
town. 


Post Offends 


At least partial responsibility for 
the liberal slant of many wire serv- 
ice stories coming out of the Na- 
tion’s Capital lies with the Washing- 
ton Post. The Post is the only morn- 
ing newspaper in town. Anyone who 
can’t grab an out-of-town paper by 
breakfast time (this means much of 
official Washington) starts his day 
with the Post. 


The average wire service reporter 
doesn’t especially care whether his 
byline appears in most papers across 
the country, but if it appears with 
fair regularity in the Post he is over- 
joyed. For to have his name known 
in Washington opens doors to him, 
gives him a prestige boost along the 
cocktail circuit which could lead to 
better things. The Post is free to give 
or withhold wire story bylines as it 
chooses, and appears to be a bit more 
sympathetic toward those who don’t 
file antagonistic copy. The message 
gets across, and consequently stories 
going out to all corners of the nation 
often bear a distinct Washington 
Post, and therefore liberal, flavor. 

Another piece of interesting decep- 
tion concerns our old friend West- 
brook Pegler. Many years ago Pegler, 
on a special contract basis, did a 
series of articles for the Hearst-owned 


American Weekly Magazine called 
“George Spelvin, American.” Occa- 
sionally Peg will knock out a Spelvin 
piece, but most of them are vintage 
jobs. A few years ago a friend of 
mine was tipling with Peg and said: 
“Damn it, I like your stuff. You've 
got plenty of guts. But why do you 
begin knocking the stuffings out of 
someone and then suddenly break off 
into an irrelevant George Spelvin?” 


Peg answered that, every time the 
Hearst boys thought he was belting 
Bubblehead, Moosejaw, La _ Boca 
Grande or some other villain too hard, 
they pulled his column and ran an 
old George Spelvin! 


Liberal Bias 


One popular theory concerning the 
presence of pro-liberal bias in many 
news stories is that the Newspaper 
Guild has the power to set down a 
“line” for member newsmen, and that 
these newsmen must slant their copy 
to conform with Guild wishes. This is 
complete balderdash. Personally I 
have no use for the Guild. It has 
forced much of the drive and _ro- 
mance out of the game and leaves all 
reporters of equal seniority—ace news- 
man and hack alike—on an equal fi- 
nancial level. Gone are the big 
bonuses (at least in most cases) and 
the wide open expense accounts, 
which led to many a startling news 
break. But I have never heard of a 
case in which the guild dictated edi- 
torial policy, nor has any veteran 
newsman of my acquaintance. 





uses today."’ 


conservative point of view. 


“The Other Side of the South.”’ 
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RECOMMENDED READING 


Each month THE NEW GUARD will recommend to its readers those 
student journals which it believes will contribute to a deeper and 
broader understanding of American conservatism. 

This month the editors recommend: 


INSIGHT AND OUTLOOK 


A conservative student journal, Insight and Outlook has been called 
the ‘outstanding publication of its kind published on American camp- 


The magazine is written entirely by students of the University of 
Wisconsin, which after an initial period of incredulity, has accepted 
the magazine for what it is—a remarkably mature presentation of the 


The February issue of Insight and Outlook is a special issue entitled, 
For copies of this special issue write to: 


THE NEW GUARD 


New York 16, N.Y. 








The main reason for the success of 
the American Newspaper Guild lies 
with the publishers. The guild was 
founded by Heywood Broun during 
the depression, but has achieved stay- 
ing power because prosperity did not 
bring an equitable wage to countless 
members of the Fourth Estate. 

I recall one monumental gripe dur- 
ing an early morning bull session two 
years ago in the New York Daily 
News City room. This fellow had re- 
cently won a Pulitzer Prize for an 
expose of the Batista regime. He was 
considered by many to be the best 
reporter—if not the best writer—on 
the paper. He noted that he had 
started working as a copy boy the 
same year that Joe so-and-so started 
back in the 1930's. Now Joe so-and-so 
was in the advertising department, 
working as a run of the mill ad man, 
and pulling down a salary more than 
twice as large as our Pulitzer winner 
was receiving! 

There is at least one example of 
well paid and professionally happy 
newsmen joining the guild after re- 
jecting it for years. After his 1958 de- 
feat for the California governorship 
Senator William F. Knowland _re- 
turned to the Oakland Tribune 
(founded by his father, Joe Know- 
land) to take over the management. 

Although a veteran of over two 
decades in politics, Knowland ap- 
parently didn’t understand the psy- 
chology of the working press. He en- 
tered mornings without stopping to 
greet his staff. Before long signs of an 
unheard of nature began to appear on 
the city room walls—signs reading 
“Don’t throw paper on the floor” and 
“Copy boys will not talk to rewrite 
men.” When the guild officials next 
arrived they won an ironic victory. 
Bill Knowland, the — right-to-work 
champion, had driven a happily non- 
guild staff into the union. 

But despite the shortsightedness of 
many publishers, the young conserva- 
tive on today’s campus can find ade- 
quate reason to pursue a journalistic 
career. Thirty years ago student think- 
ing was for for the most part well to 
the left, and the student of 1931 has 
become the press, radio and TV 
pundit of 1961. Attempt as we would 
to drag these tired thinking liberals 
kicking and screaming into the 1960's 
and 70’s, there is still a vast need—a 
need which even the boob publishers 
must have an inkling of—for new 
blood to articulate the dynamic con- 
servatism which stands as the best 
hope of proud men who prefer liberty 
to democracy. 
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HUAC and Its Enemies 


By Wi.u1aM M. ScuHuLz 


Mr. Schulz is 21 and a senior at Antioch 
College. He has worked as an assistant 
to Fulton Lewis, Jr. for the last several 
summers. 


On the morning of January 2, 1961, 
as a sleepy nation welcomed in the 
second day of a new year, some two 
hundred bright-eyed college students 
arrived in Washington after a five- 
hour bus ride from New York. Their 
purpose was simple: to demonstrate 
against the “witch hunting” House 
Un-American Activities Committee 
and to publicize Rep. Jimmy Roose- 
velt’s move to abolish the Congres- 
sional body. 

The “students’—ranging in age from 
16 to 50 plus—searched for congress- 
men and swarmed over Capitol Hill. 
They picketed the White House and 
held a well-publicized rally at Wash- 
ington’s All Souls Unitarian Church. 
Student leaders held a smooth running 
press conference for reporters repre- 
senting Washington’s three dailies, the 
nation’s two wire services and a half 
dozen news magazines. The reporters’ 
questions were not unusual, neither 
were the answers. 


Deny CP Control 


One student was asked about a re- 
port that the anti-HUAC group was 
Communist-controlled. Jacob Rosen, 
22, of New York, answered by term- 
ing the query absurd. The mustached 
youth declared the movement spon- 
taneous and unrehearsed. It was 
merely a coincidence, he continued, 
if his position happened also to be 
held by the Communist Party, USA. 

What Rosen didn’t bother to an- 
nounce was that he is one of the 
nation’s leading young Communists, a 
ranking party member in the New 
York metropolitan area. He did not 
bother to admit that his participation 
.in “Operation Abolition” was ordered 
by the Communist party hierarchy, 
that destruction of the House Un- 
American Activities Committee was 
considered the Party’s number one 
aim. 

Rosen’s background is all the more 
interesting because of liberal asser- 
tions that the anti-committee drive is 
spearheaded by sincere young students 
with no partisan political axe to grind. 
Rosen was sucked into the Party appa- 
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ratus while still in his mid-teens. At 
the age of eighteen he had been 
chosen to hold a key role in the party- 
controlled American delegation to the 
1957 Moscow Youth Festival. The 
New York Times reported: 

“Jacob Rosen, of 636 West 174th 
Street, Manhattan, a junior at City 
College, went without sleep to keep 
things moving. He carried a United 
States flag at yesterday's opening, 
dipping it in salute to Nikita Khrush- 
chev and other Soviet dignitaries at 
the Lenin Stadium.” 

It came as no surprise to the na- 
tion’s security agencies when Rosen 
was identified under oath last spring 
as one of the top young Communists 
on the Eastern coast. And it came as 
no surprise when the young New 
Yorker took the Fifth Amendment on 
his party activities. 

Although he remained tight-lipped 
about his Communist ties, it is known 
that Rosen has been charged with 
organizing party activities among the 
young. He is vice president of the new 
Communist youth group, “Advance,” 
and a leader in the New York chapter 
of “Youth Against the Un-American 
Committees.” 

Working closely with Rosen in the 
Party is Joanne Grant, an attractive 
young Negro who doubles as corre- 
spondent for the red-lining National 
Guardian. She too was active in di- 
recting the Washington demonstra- 
tions. 

Despite her youthful years, Miss 
Grant is an experienced party func- 
tionary. In 1959 Communist top brass 
gave her the all important job of rais- 
ing funds to send an American delega- 
tion to the Seventh World Youth 
Festival in Vienna. In that capacity 
she worked closely with Nicolai Burov, 
secretary of the Soviet mission to the 
United Nations. 


Visits Red China 

Miss Grant herself attended the 
Sixth World Youth Festival in Mos- 
cow four years ago. Following that 
visit she slipped behind the Bamboo 
Curtain in defiance of State Depart- 
ment orders and conferred with top 
ranking Chinese leaders including 
Chou En-lai. She is one of the few 
Americans ever to have an audience 
with Mao Tse-tung. 

Testimony before a congressional 
committee disclosed that Miss Grant 


was one of the leading young com- 
rades in the United States. Given an 
opportunity to refute the allegations, 
Miss Grant repeatedly found refuge 
behind the Fifth Amendment. Both 
Jake Rosen and Joanne Grant took in- 
structions at Washington from a tall 
distinguished looking gentleman by 
the name of Frank Wilkenson. Agitat- 
ing against the Committee was noth- 
ing new to Wilkenson. For the past 
several years he has crisscrossed the 
country directing what the Commu- 
nist Party calls “Operation Aboli- 
tion.” Wilkenson just happened to be 
in San Francisco last spring when the 
Committee scheduled hearings, and 
Director J. Edgar Hoover has singled 
him out as one of those responsible for 
the student riots that followed. 


Experienced Organizer 


Like Rosen and Grant, Wilkenson 
is an identified Communist. Fingered 
under oath by FBI undercover agent 
Anita Schneider in 1956, Wilkenson 
has never bothered to deny the charge. 
He has refused to testify about his 
Communist activities on three separate 
occasions, and in 1958 won a con- 
tempt of Congress citation for his 
silence. Convicted, Wilkenson has 
managed thus far to evade a one-year 
sentence to Federal prison by appeal- 
ing the verdict all the way to the 
Supreme Court. 

Wilkenson was field representative 
for a group which called itself the 
Citizens Committee to Preserve Amer- 
ican Freedoms when the _ national 
Communist leadership decided to in- 
tensify its drive against the Com- 
mittee. 

Perhaps because the Citizens Com- 
mittee had been officially cited as a 
red front, a new group was founded 
with Wilkenson again field repre- 
sentative. The National Committee to 
Abolish the Un-American Activities 
Committee was formed last fall. Seven 
of its 15 directors were identified 
Communists. Operating out of the old 
Citizens Committee headquarters at 
617 Larchmont Boulevard in Los 
Angeles, Wilkenson traveled from 
coast to coast setting up new fronts, 
collecting funds, and instructing party 
members in anti-HUAC agitation. 
Two months before the Washington 
demonstrations, Wilkenson met with 
Communist functionaries in a top 
secret New York rendezvous to map 
over-all strategy. At that meeting, it 
was agreed that Wilkenson would 
have complete control over the Wash- 
ington protests. 

Wilkenson organized New York 
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Films 


Reflections of Genius: 


Ingmar Bergman, known to theatre- 
goers as the director of such pictures 
as “A Lesson in Love,” and “Dreams,” 
departs from his gusty, lusty style to 
offer a simple morality play so full of 
spiritual meaning that the movie-goer 
will find himself startled by its effect. 


Inspired by a 14th Century myth, 
“The Virgin Spring” follows the black 
and white morality of medieval times 
—with no areas of gray to relieve the 
contrast. A short film by American 
standards, the picture is shot with very 
little “artistic” photography and no 
luxurious props. 

Two young maids, one flaxen- 
haired, virtuous and charming, the 
other, dark, wild and pagan, are the 
principal characters. The stoutly de- 
vout mother and father provide a 
backdrop of strict medieval morality 
and religion. On the morning of the 
tragedy, the fair, virtuous Karin lies 
abed until too late for Mass, but with 
gaiety and girlish charm, she avoids 
paternal reproach and prepares to ride 
off to Church in full Sunday best, to 
deliver candles to the Holy Virgin. In 
a spirit of charity, she asks that Ingeri, 
a dark-haired and gloomy-visaged girl, 
in the last months of an illegitimate 
pregnancy, be allowed to go also. 

Ingeri, in her hatred and jealousy 
of the favored Karin, has slipped a 
toad into Karin’s loaf of bread, and 
soon turns back in fear. She had 
prayed to her pagan God, Odin, for 
an evil to befall the innocent Karin— 


and is afraid to ride with her farther 
into the forest. 

Karin soon meets three goatherds 
who entice her, by flattery, to share 
her meal. with them in a secluded 
glen. What ensues is a scene of so 
realistic a rape and murder, that the 
full impact of the heinous crime can- 
not fail to horrify even the most cal- 
lous viewer. 

As she is finding her way through 
the forest, Ingeri stumbles on the 
scene and witnesses the crime. At first 
her impulse is to throw a stone to rout 
the attackers, but she finds herself 
willing Karin’s fate. 

When her child does not return, the 
pious mother begins feverish prayers 
for her safety. Unwittingly, the three 
goatherds, one a small boy who had 
no part in the crime, ask for shelter at 
Karin’s home, and are taken in for the 
night. When one of the herdsmen 
offers to sell the girl’s torn garments to 
her mother, they are discovered. 

Karin’s devout Nordic father pre- 
pares himself with great deliberations 
for his unpleasant task. Waiting for 
them to awaken, he dispatches them 
all with a slaughtering knife, in scenes 
of fury unequalled by any U.S.-made 
film. He even slays the small boy, 
whose innocent life pays, in effect, for 
the transgression of the young virgin’s 
Innocence. 

Vengeance over, the family and all 
the servants follow the remorseful 
Ingeri to the scene of the rape-murder. 
While Karin’s grieving mother holds 
her dead daughter close and weeps 
loudly, her father kneels at the bank 
of the nearby stream, and cries aloud 
to God: “You allowed it! I don’t un- 
derstand you! I don’t understand 
vou!” As if deriving strength from 





HUAC and Its Enemies—Continued 


rallies, arranged for busses to transport 
students to Washington, coordinated 
the efforts of red agents throughout 
the metropolitan area. He arrived in 
Washington early, setting up head- 
quarters in the offices of the Emer- 
gency Civil Liberties Committee, a 
group labeled by Senate investigators 
as a red front. 

The move to abolish HUAC, as 
expected, failed. It did not surprise 
Wilkenson and company. But Party 
chieftains considered the Washington 
demonstrations a complete success. 
Reams of anti-HUAC publicity had 
been won. Lagging Party morale was 
given a shot in the arm. 

Immediately after the defeat, com- 


rade Wilkenson announced that his 
group would continue to agitate 
against the Committee. He declared 
full support for Congressman Roose- 
velt’s new move to “slash to the 
bone” the HUAC appropriation. He 
then embarked on a tour of the na- 
tion’s college campuses. Despite a 
momentary setback, the Communist- 
directed drive to destroy the nation’s 
security apparatus continues on sched- 
ule. 

Students may be duped into work- 
ing with the Wilkensons and_ the 
Grants and the Rosens unless they 
avoid euphemisms and call a Commu- 
nist a Communist and recognize a con- 
spiracy as a conspiracy. 





the earth, he rises, feet firmly apart, 
arms upraised, declaring that he will 
build a great church, “of lime and 
stone” on the spot, in atonement. 


And miraculously, a bright, clean 
spring gushes forth as he moves the 
head of the young Karin from the 
ground. 

In an impressive final tableau, the 
cast is beautifully still, praying and 
washing with the clean, cool spring 
waters. 


The introduction of pagan god wor- 
ship, as exemplified in Ingeri’s prayers 
to Odin, chief of the Norse gods, 
serves to emphasize the contrast be- 
tween the happiness of Karin, brought 
by a Christian faith, and the despair 
of the pagan, who wishes evil upon 
her sister. But the jealous wench seems 
transformed by the miracle spring at 
the film’s end, so complete is her re- 
morse and so refreshing is the faith 
wrought by the spring’s waters. 

This is no “message” play as its 
theme would suggest, but a simple, 
almost stark portrayal of a story so 
moving that the beholder cannot help 
but be uplifted. It would be safe to 
say that this tale meets most of the 
qualifications set down by Aristotle for 
a tragedy, with the climactic pathos— 
that purification of both sense and 
spirit which marks true drama—filling 
the viewer with a sense of the Divine. 

True to Aristotelian rules, even the 
heroine is not free of fault. Her one 
frailty, a certain maidenly susceptibil- 
ity to flattery, leads to her horrible 
death. 

The beauty of this film lies in its 
simplicity and adherence to the truth. 
While far from being a perfect child, 
Karin’s naiveté and innocence are her 
very downfall—as she charitably agrees 
to share her meal with three strangers. 
The plot is not without deep psycho- 
logical overtones. The devil-worship- 
per Ingeri, now suffering the punish- 
ment for her sins, is doubly mortified 
when her unborn child’s father flirts 
casually with Karin. Karin, however, 
is smugly confident of her ability to 
preserve her virtue, visibly galling the 
jealous Ingeri. 
~ The inscrutable ways of God are 
told with no excuses, no human ex- 
planations. The question that has 
haunted men since Adam’s sin—why 
does God allow evil?—is paramount. 
The justified killing of the rapists does 
not pay for the crime they committed, 
but is man’s way of reflecting the 
justice of God. 

Clear water, a symbol of purity in 
medieval times, signifies the martyr- 
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dom of the young Karin. Its miracu- 
lous appearance and its faith-giving 
powers are only implied, but there is 
no doubt that God’s purposes have in 
some way been served by this pitiful 
murder. 

Whether viewed as a religious play, 
judged by classical standards, or as a 
modern art form, this drama adds up 
to one of the season’s best—and an un- 
forgettable experience for American 
audiences.—Roberta Edmund. 


Cinematic Coincidence: 


One week after Inauguration Day, 
Washington’s largest cinema offered to 
an uncertain capital city a film en- 
titled, “Village of the Damned.” De- 
spite freezing temperatures, sharp 
winds and heavy snows, the picture 
has drawn exceptionally large crowds, 
many of them wearing good Republi- 
can cloth coats. 

In view of the amazingly garbled 
descriptions which have been passed 
from party to party about the film, this 
reviewer takes it upon himself to set 
the record straight. 

“Village of Damned” is not about 
Washington, D. C., but a quiet Eng- 
lish town named Midwich. It is not 
political satire but science fiction. 

Although the villains of the film, a 
group of extraordinary children, look 
alike with large luminous eyes, hand- 
some features and long blonde hair, 
their names are not Jack, Bobby, 
Teddy, Ethel, Pat and Eunice. 

The pleasant middle-aged man with 
pouches under his eyes who attempts 
to befriend the strange children, 
thereby nearly causing the destruction 
of Midwich, is not Dwight D. Eisen- 
hower but George Sanders. Neither 
Mamie Eisenhower nor Zsa Zsa Gabor 
appears in the picture. 

The stern dark-haired officer, in 
mufti who stands up to the children 
and who is sent into a severe state of 
mental shock by the Children’s lead- 
er, Jack...er... David, is not Rich- 
ard Nixon but an English actor whose 
name this reviewer did not catch. 
Neither Pat Nixon nor Diana Dors 
_ appears in the picture. 

The Children are clearly from an- 
other planet with mental powers so 
highly developed that they are able 
to communicate silently with one an- 
other and to concentrate their indi- 
vidual wills into one collective beam 
of energy so as to force those who 
oppose them to commit the most irra- 
tional acts—like driving a car into a 
brick wall, putting a shot gun to one’s 
head and setting oneself afire. In no 
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scene is anyone forced to pull a lever 
or mark a ballot. 


It is sheer coincidence, nothing 
more, that all the Children dress in 
dark conservative clothes, speak with 
a Harvard accent and always beat the 
other children in games. There is one 
brief episode in which a normal child 
throws a ball at David, but he does 
not grab it in midair and run for a 
touchdown. 

“Village of the Damned” is science 
fiction without reptilian monsters, in- 
ter-stellar vehicles, hydrogen bombs or 
lines like “Look out! Here it commes!” 
Its taut suspense is due to the excel- 
lent direction and photography of the 
British team which produced the film. 

The last scene shows George San- 
ders carrying a black bag containing 
a time bomb into the school house 
where he has been instructing the 
Children as part of his plan to be their 
friend. The bomb goes off, the house 
blows up and catches on fire. How- 
ever, within the flames, the luminous 
eyes remain luminous and slowly file 
out like so many bad dreams. 


It is not true that their eyes spell 
out “The New Frontier.”—Elliot Dane 


Films in Brief 


Space and patience prevent a de- 
tailed look at some of the more 
flatulent films, but here are a few 
thoughts about some unattractions 
now at popular prices: 


Hiroshima .. . Mon Amour—A French 
film which is artistically outstanding, 
a pity because it commends national 
pacifism and extramarital sex. . The 
visiting heroine: “My morality is du- 
bious. I am dubious of the morality 
of others.” In other words, Linus 
Pauling for president and Mickey 
Jelke for veep. 


Exodus—Three solid hours of Dalton 
Trumbo, Otto Preminger, and Sal 
Mineo. So what’s to say? 


The World of Suzie Wong—Oriental 
heroic prostitute gets William Holden 
and a home in America, where her 
kiddies will chorus, “I want a girl, just 
like the girl...” 


Never on Sunday—Or, if you dislike 
poor movies, on any other day. 


The Misfits—This ill-starred Arthur 
Miller effort proves that horses are the 
only real people left, and that Marilyn 
Monroe remains the worst actress in 
Hollywood. Montgomery Clift is the 
only bright spot in this one; miss it if 
you can. 


Spartacus—The 1924 Democratic con- 
vention all over again. The film lasts 
slightly longer. 


The Wackiest Ship in the Army—Film- 
land is still searching for another “Mr. 
Roberts.” This one features accom- 
plished comedian Jack Lemmon and 
Rickey Nelson (You remember Ricky 
Nelson; from the Nelsons on TV and 
the last record hop). 


Flaming Star—Stars flaming Elvis Pres- 
ley. I wanted to review this one, but 
was suddenly called away to study the 
migratory habits of garden snails. 
Sorry. 


Attack of the Fifty Foot Woman— 
Don’t miss it, especially if you happen 
to be a fifty foot man. 


The Facts of Life—Lucille Ball and 
Bob Hope provide a few laughs in an 
otherwise disappointing motion pic- 
ture. Questionable morality of theme 
fails to make the film spicy. Instead, 
old-standby Hope-isms save it from 
uselessness. 

—Antoni E. Gollan. 





A question for our 


parent readers 


Do you have a Son or Daughter 
at school? Why not support a 
campus conservative club on 
his or her campus? 


Send $1 for a copy of the 
Campus Conservative Directory 
—a listing of over 115 !ocal 
college conservative clubs 
across the Nation (each listing 
gives name of club and cam- 
pus, principal officer, mailing 
address and size of member- 
ship). 


Mail this coupon today to: 


Young Americans for Freedom 
363 Lexington Avenue 
New York 16, N.Y. 

















Breaking the Liberal Barrier 


By Davin FRANKE 


It is said that New York contains 
adherents of nearly every movement 
that exists in the world. Given the 
melting-pot nature of the nation’s 
largest city, even the skeptic might 
not be too surprised to find a con- 
servative or two there. 

This was, perhaps, the attitude we 
took when we first organized the 
Greater New York Council of Young 
Americans for Freedom. All such pre- 
conceived misconceptions vanished 
rather quickly, however, when not 30 
but 175 young people arrived at the 
Hotel Lexington for the initial or- 
ganizational meeting. Since that time, 
three months ago, the organization has 
grown to a strength of more than 500 
members, and promises to become a 
real political force in the city. 

The emphasis is on political action 
on the neighborhood level. Our first 
neighborhood club was organized this 
month—purposely—in Greenwich Vil- 
lage, to let the Liberals and those to 
their left know that no bastion is safe 
for them anymore. Within the next 
two months, we hope to have a hun- 
dred such neighborhood clubs estab- 
lished throughout the city and its out- 
lying suburbs. 

Political ABC’s 

These clubs will sponsor speakers 
in their neighborhoods, social affairs, 
lectures, debates. Their members will 
be given instructions in the ABC’s of 
local political action—petition drives, 
primary contests, election laws and 
regulations, distribution of campaign 
literature, doorbell ringing. Sometimes 
our YAF chapters will field their own 
candidates for office. More often, 
however, their support will be given 
to those persons, already in office or 
announced as candidates, who are 
proven to be conservative and _ anti- 
Communist. Another important aspect 
of the work of YAF in New York City 
is political agitation in the form of 
demonstrations, rallies and _ picket 
lines—devices which have been so 
successfully utilized by the Left. The 
first picket line sponsored by the 
Greater New York Council of YAF 
was the demonstration in support of 
the House Committee on Un-Ameri- 
can Activities, January 2 in Washing- 
ton, where the anti-Communist pick- 
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ets outnumbered the Leftists two to 
one. Plans are now underway for a 
demonstration in support of the Re- 
public of China, and in opposition to 
the recognition of Red China or its 
admission to the United Nations. 


YAF Lobbies 


A third important part of New York 
YAF’s work is that of contact and 
liaison with our legislators in Albany 
and Washington, as well as at City 
Hall. An entire apparatus is being es- 
tablished by some of the young pro- 
fessional members of YAF. Brochures 
are being researched and written, and 
will be distributed to all of our mem- 
bers, which give the pertinent  in- 
formation about the various legislators 
from the New York City area—their 
names, their home and office ad- 
dresses, the areas which their districts 
cover. 

Bills presented to the Legislature in 
Albany and to the Congress in Wash- 
ington will be supported or opposed, 
and sometimes research undertaken by 
one of our members on a _ particular 
problem will result in legislative rec- 
ommendations. We plan to have YAF 
representatives testifying before legis- 
lative committees, and to present our 
recommendations directly to the in- 
dividual legislator or Congressman. 





Mr. Franke, 23, is an editorial assistant 
for “National Review” and editor of the 
“Individualist.” 





On the college level, we are at- 
tempting to establish a club on each 
campus in the New York area. Some 
of these will go by the name Young 
Americans for Freedom, others will 
find it easier to obtain faculty ap- 
proval selecting another title and 
affiliating indirectly with YAF. These 
clubs are not only educational, but 
are the source for most of the man- 
power which makes a_ success of 
picket lines, rallies and demonstra- 
tions. Already such Liberal-controlled 
institutions as Queens College and 
City College of New York have con- 
servative clubs on campus. Prosperous 
clubs are found at the relatively more 





tolerant schools in the area, and high 
school students are now forming their 
own clubs and newsletters. 

Finally, there is the educational 
program of New York YAF. We pub- 
lish a bi-weekly Bulletin, which lists 
the activities of interest to conserva- 
tives in the metropolitan area. We are 
preparing pamphlets and leaflets on 
current political, economic and social 
issues for distribution at our meetings 
and rallies. 

The Greater New York Council 
sponsors such speakers as Russell Kirk 
and Frank S. Meyer. YAF members 
debate representatives of opposing 
political organizations, and speak be- 
fore civic, business, political and pa- 
triotic organizations in the area. And 
eventually we hope to establish classes 
on economic policy; labor-manage- 
ment relations; Communist ideology, 
strategy and tactics; foreign policy 
issues; and other subjects. For instruc- 
tors we hope to obtain some of the 
many outstanding scholars, writers 
and speakers who live and work in 
New York. 


Future Bright 


From such a summary of our ac- 
complishments and our aspirations, it 
must be apparent that we have a very 
versatile and varied membership. In- 
deed, this is probably the greatest 
cause for optimism about the future of 
the Greater New York Council. The 
Board of Directors contains, for ex- 
ample, the advertising director of a 
major publishing firm, an_ editorial 
writer for a nationwide newspaper, 
college student council presidents, 
young lawyers, persons with a proven 
record as campaign managers for 
candidates. 

The membership is just as varied— 
from high school and college students 
to young married couples and _ pro- 
fessional men and women, teamsters 
and bricklayers, physicists and doc- 
tors, housewives and professional ac- 
tors. There is no age limit for the 
neighborhood clubs, making it possi- 
ble for them to accept any conserva- 
tive who is anxious to help. The range 
is as great as that between Greenwich 
Village and Madison Avenue, but the 
common bond which enables such a 
variety of people to work together is 
their common devotion to the ad- 
vancement of conservative principle. 


THE NEW GUARD 





Profiles in Conservatism: John Rousselot 


By Caro, D. BAUMAN 


When asked who was responsible 
for his becoming a conservative, John 
Rousselot replied: “My liberal pro- 
fessors.” 


Within this seeming paradox may 
be found the key to the success of a 
33-year old Californian who is one of 
the leading young conservatives who 
abound in the United States Congress 
since the 1960 elections. 


Rousselot is proud that he cam- 
paigned and won as a conservative. 
Although he had a good amount of 
labor opposition, Rousselot believes 
that he captured a percentage of the 
labor vote. His election seems to be 
proof of his theory that voters respect 
a candidate who stands on principle 
rather than expediency. 


He has already won the respect of 
his colleagues, for the forty Republi- 
can freshmen House Members have 
elected him chairman of their exclu- 
sive “87th Club.” 


The only Congressman who can 
claim Richard Nixon as his constitu- 
ent, Rousselot represents Nixon’s old 
district, the 25th, and comes to Wash- 
ington with a wealth of politcal experi- 
ence. Although he has never before 
held an elected office, he has been 
president of the California Young Re- 
publicans, vice president of the Los 
Angeles County Young Republicans, 
and has served on the Republican 
State Central Committee of California. 
Beginning his campaign for Congress 
in the spring of 1960 during Califor- 
nia’s primary, he defeated two oppo- 
nents for the nomination and went on 
to win the election by 24,000 votes. 

Of slight build with light hair and 
clear gray eyes, Rousselot gives the 
appearance of being a wiry young 
junior executive. His incredible pace 
keeps his Washington staff hopping, 
and his quick mind handles each sub- 
ject deftly and gravely. 

As a former public relations man 
and the House’s second youngest GOP 
Member, Rousselot has ideas of his 
own about the direction his party 
should take in the years ahead. He 
attributes the Republican Party’s loss 
in the presidential election to a com- 
bination of a lack of straightforward 
enunciation of issues, and unfair news 
reporting during the campaign. 

“Our party has the better story to 
tell, and the more effective long range 
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program, if only we would sell that 
story to the people,” he said. 

His affinity for conservative thinking 
dates back to his college days when 
his philosophy was given the acid 
test by his professors, “the vast major- 
ity of whom believed in socialism. 


. 





“After years in business and in gov- 
ernment, I see how wrong they were. 
The longer I live, the more I realize 
that socialism, instead of alleviating 
the sufferings of humanity, as we are 
led to believe, will only lead to the 
destruction of our Nation. A limited 
government is a freer government, and 
coupled with free enterprise, is the 
only way we can have any real 
progress. If the true story were told, 
our philosophy is not “moss-back” or 
prehistoric. It is the only truly Liberal 
philosophy.” 

Congressman Rousselot believes he 
owes his firm dedication to the prin- 
ciples of constitutional government to 
those same liberal professors who 
taught him in college. 

“Because of all their propaganda, I 
began to think about the questions of 
governing power, and became devoted 
to the writings of Thomas Jefferson. 
I still rely on Jefferson’s basic thoughts 
on government. I realize that his was 
an agrarian society, and ours is largely 
urban, but I am convinced that his 
main tenets are still applicable today.” 

A graduate of The Principia College, 
a small Christian Science liberal arts 
college in Elsah, Illinois, where he was 
president of his senior class, Rousse- 


lot derives great strength and inspira- 
tion from his own spiritual values. 

“One of the main faults in the 
Socialist’s thinking is that he bases 
his creed on the material well-being of 
the people only. He has little faith in 
the ability of the individual to do any- 
thing for himself.” 

Speaking of his Republican col- 
leagues in the “87th Club,” the group 
of freshmen who elected him their 
leader, Congressman Rousselot esti- 
mates that 34 are “pretty solid” con- 
servatives, the remaining ranging from 
moderate to liberal in thought. He is 
convinced that the current swing 
toward more creative thinking about 
politics among the Nation’s young 
people is because they have refused 
to swallow the liberal line they are 
given in school. 

“Instead,” he says, “they regard a 
revolt against the liberalism of the 
30’s as a challenge, and they are con- 
sequently learning what the word 
Liberal really means.” 

“So much leftist propaganda has 
been directed toward our youth in 
recent years that they are beginning to 
check its validity on their own, and 
are now intellectually challenging the 
concepts being promulgated by the 
pro-communist world. They find these 
concepts are myths, because they 
don’t actually promote the good of a 
Nation’s people in the long run. These 
young people are ready to go back to 
individualism and true intellectual de- 
velopment, rather than “group dynam- 
ics,” and the “life adjustment” theory.” 





Only 23, Carol Bauman was national 
director of College Youth for Nixon last 
year and is presently legislative assistant 
to Rep. Donald Bruce of Indiana. 





On specific issues, Rousselot is in 
basic agreement with Senator Gold- 
water's proposal to aid education 
thorugh a federal tax deduction for 
school districts which raise their own 
funds. However, he is not so sure the 
real problem in education is financing 
alone. 

He believes education can play a 
very important role in promoting free- 
dom abroad and gaining allies for the 
West, by improving the calibre of 
young people sent by this country to 
diplomatic missions overseas. To pre- 
pare such highly trained and well dis- 
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ciplined young people, Rousselot will 
work toward the establishment of a 
United States Foreign Service Acad- 
emy for the education of our new 
diplomats. He thinks such a program 
should be worked out with the joint 
sponsorship of the State Department 
and the Defense Department, with 
appointments made by Members of 
Congress, such as is now the case 
with our service academies. A mini- 
mum of three languages would be re- 
quired for graduation, and the course 
would require five years instead of the 
usual four. He regards this as one 
step toward improving our status with 
both allies and neutral nations. 
Although he had just come from a 
session of the House where Speaker 
Rayburn had gained a shaky victory 
on the fight to pack the House Rules 


Committee, Rousselot was sure that 





YAF Receives 
Freedoms Award 


As The New Guard went to press, it 
was notified that Young Americans 
for Freedom had received a George 
Washington Honor Medal Award from 
the Freedoms Foundation at Valley 
Forge. 

YAF was honored for its “Freedom 
Action Program” which was described 
by the Freedoms Foundation as “an 
outstanding achievement in helping to 
bring about a better understanding of 
the American Way of Life.” : 

Only five months old, Young Ameri- 
cans for Freedom also received a patri- 
otic award from the All-American Con- 
ference to Combat Communism last 
November. Among the many organi- 
zations which compose ‘the Confer- 
ence are the American Legion, Elks, 
Lions International, the Jewish War 
Veterans, and Catholic War Veterans. 

In addition to these awards, YAF 
has received considerable attention in 
the American press. Among the many 
periodicals and newspapers which 
have carried stories about Young 
Americans for Freedom are: the Wall 
Street Journal, NAM News, the New 
York Herald-Tribune, the Hearst Syn- 
dicate, the Chicago Tribune, the New 
York Daily News, New Age, National 
Review, Newsweek, Time, and George 
Sokolsky’s Syndicated Column. 

Young Americans for Freedom is 
anxiously waiting for the one mention 
which will prove conclusively that it 
has arrived—a condemnation in The 
Worker. 
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this was no major setback for conserv- 
atives. He added that at least it 
showed where the votes were. 


“Sam worked hard for this one,” he 
said, “but he certainly can’t expect to 
hold everyone in line so narrowly 
every time.” 

The vote was 217 to 212, with 22 
Republicans crossing over to vote 
with the liberals. 


Decrying the admittedly leftist in- 
clinations of the national press, he 
picked up a copy of a weekly news 
magazine from his desk and quoted a 
few lines which made the committee 
look like an insurmountable barrier. 
Rousselot then cited the record of the 
Rules Committee in the last session of 
Congress, when out of 146 bills, only 
5 were denied a hearing. This is actu- 
ally a very good record, he said, since 
about 90% of all bills remain in com- 
mittee at the end of a session. This 
completely contradicts the picture of 
an obstructionist committee which the 
press has tried to paint of Judge 
Smith’s Rules Committee. 

“For every one of the so-called four- 
teen major proposals Kennedy expects 
to pass during this session, we Repub- 





licans will have alternative proposals,” 
he assured us, “and we expect to work 
hard for their passage. In every case, 
they will be measures that will do the 
job which needs to be done, without 
further extending the power and influ- 
ence of the Federal Government.” 

Thus, Congressman Rousselot and 
his colleagues do not intend to take a 
purely negative attitude during the 
Kennedy administration. 

It is most encouraging to Mr. Rous- 
selot, who had help from many college 
and high school students in his cam- 
paign, that there is an obvious up- 
swing in interest in conservatism 
among today’s youth. Since he is only 
thirty-three, it can be argued that 
John Rousselot is part of that move- 
ment himself. 

New York YAF members and other 
interested persons may hear Congress- 
man Rousselot discuss the future of 
his party at the monthly National Re- 
view Forum, Thursday, March 16, 
Hunter College Auditorium. He will 
be one of a formidable triumvirate, 
along with Congressman John Ash- 
brook and Donald Bruce, both fresh- 
men in the 87th Congress. 
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Books 


Upheaval Revisited 


For historian Arthur Schlesinger, 
Jr., (in The Politics of Upheaval, 
Houghton Mifflin Company) if 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt is not the 
Second Coming, he will do until the 
real thing comes along. In his latest 
book on FDR, Schlesinger attempts to 
make this even clearer as he discusses 
the First New Deal and leaves the 
reader off where Roosevelt begins his 
second term. By following Arthur's 
own philosophical bent of pursuing 
the Vital Center that sits somewhere 
between Jacob Javits and Wayne 
Morse, Roosevelt, according to Schle- 





Mr. Ryskind, 26, is a graduate of Pomona 
College and has contributed to “National 
Review” and other conservative periodi- 


cals. 





singer, safely steered the ship of state 
past the clutches of the Father Cough- 
lins, the Huey Longs and the Commu- 
nists so the people “could start to be- 
lieve again in the free state and its 
capacity to solve problems of eco- 
nomic stability and economic justice.” 
FDR proved that a “Free society . . . 
might not yet be finished; it had a 
future.” 

What seems particularly wondrous 
about the so-called success of the First 
New Deal is that almost every one of 
its important schemes—the McGuffey 
Coal Act, the AAA, and the NRA—the 
activities of the latter making the re- 
cent price-fixing of the electrical com- 
panies seem like child’s play—lay in 
ruins at the end of Roosevelt’s first 
term after they had been struck down 
by the Supreme Court. Since Schle- 
singer implies that the Supreme Court 
stopped the Administration from even 
governing, one wonders whether the 
“success” of the First New Deal per- 
haps should be attributed to its in- 
ability to function. 

What may seem even more astound- 
ing is that Schlesinger praises the ac- 
tivities of the Second New Deal— 
although they await full treatment in 
another book—more than those of the 
First, even though there were more 
unemployed in 1940 than in 1936. 
One can only attribute such logic to 
an idolatry of FDR which Schlesinger 
makes clear he possesses when he 
chides Raymond Moley for criticizing 
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a statement of FDR’s. Moley dissented 
from Roosevelt’s comment during the 
1936 campaign when he said: “There’s 
one issue . . . It’s myself.” To Moley, 
who had been Roosevelt’s closest ad- 
viser, this showed megalomania; for 
Schlesinger this was a “realistic state- 
ment” of the campaign.—Allen Ryskind 


Selling America Long 


There is a place for a pamphleteer- 
ing work such as Jameson G. Cam- 
paigne’s American Might and Soviet 
Myth (Regnery, $3.50). It is needed 
to redress the balance so heavily tilted 
by the heavy volume of “defeatist” 
works, by such persons as Emmet 
Hughes, Thomas K. Finletter, George 
F. Kennan, to name a few, which 
always hit the “best seller” lists. 

According to Campaigne, editor of 
the Indianapolis Star, defeatism is one 
of the greatest threats to America. The 
drive to destroy America’s “will to 
victory” emanates not only from Mos- 
cow but from America’s Liberal Es- 
tablishment. 

Written in a good rat-a-tat-tat news- 
paper style, Campaigne’s book is a 
blistering indictment of those in the 
press and government, i.e., the opinion 
molders, who, he claims, are “selling 
America short.” He challenges those 
who claim we trail the Soviets in ev- 
erything from schools to supersonic 
missiles. He lashes the left-wing press 
for its blase treatment of the shameful 
Bang-Jensen incident. He is convinc- 
ing when he points out we cannot 
combat Communism effectively by 
acquiesing to summitry and cultural 
exchanges. 

The Hoosier editor’s dander is up, 
his reasoning appears sound, most of 
his barbs reach their targets. Yet 
American Might tends to be superficial. 
He glosses over much that should have 
been expanded. How are we to fight 
the Soviets economically? He does not 
answer this question as fully as he 
might have. Much of what he says 
has been said before and more pro- 


foundly. This book is designed for the 


‘novice and should stimulate an in- 


terest in foreign policy. It is certainly 
not for one who has read the scholarly- 
works of such experts as Stefan T. 
Possony, Robert Strausz-Hupé, and 
Gerhardt Niemeyer.—Lamont Tupper. 


Advice to Consent 


As a former Secretary of the Air 
Force and as the recently appointed 
Ambassador to NATO, Thomas K. 
Finletter (Foreign Policy: The Next 


Phase, Praeger, pocket edition, $1.45) 
seems singularly unimpressed with in- 
creasing America’s military strength to 
impress our Communist opponents. “In 
Europe,” he remarks at one point, “the 
threat is Russian military power;” yet 
he says NATO’s “military functions 
should become less necessary” in the 
near future. Why this should be so 
since NATO is now at less than half 
strength is not clear, nor does Fin- 
letter make this very clear. But, no 
matter, to Finletter the obvious thing 
for NATO to do now is to stress its 
“economic functions,” and carry out 
foreign aid programs similar to the 
United Nations Special Fund. In 
short, he wants to transform our treaty 
for European defense into some sort 
of giveaway project. 

Finletter is also against flexing our 
military muscles in the area of Asia. 
He expresses a belief that U.S. policy 
has made “progress” in this region 
since we are “moving away’ from 
“our previous concentration on mili- 
tary measures in Asia—on military 
treaties, collective arrangements such 
as SEATO (Southeast Asia Treaty Or- 
ganization) and the Baghdad Pact, 
and particularly ‘massive retaliation’ 
and ‘pinpointed retaliation’.” With the 
Communist Pathet-Lao causing 
trouble in Laos solely because of 
Communist emphasis on military oper- 
ations and the unwillingness of 
SEATO to militarily support the pro- 
Western forces, Finletter’s advice 
seems like the whopping absurdity of 
the ages. 

But the former backer of Adlai 
Stevenson is not through advising us. 
He further suggests the U.S. has been 
unreasonable in asking Russia to open 
up its “closed society’—as he euphe- 
mistically chooses to call it—in any dis- 
armament agreement. “We must not 
expect the Russians to give up their 
closed society and the military secrecy 
it gives them without a quid pro quo.” 
While exactly what quid for their quo 
is not proposed, Finletter indicates it 
would be pretty large—and that he 
would be willing to give it. One hopes 
not, but eternally wonders: Is this 


the next phase?—Jack Clifford 


Controversy With 
Footnotes 


In the first four chapters of Ger- 
many’s Eastern Frontiers (Regnery, 
$7.50), Z. Michael Szaz, assistant pro- 
fessor of history at St. John’s Univer- 
sity, Jamaica, New York, takes his 
reader on a geopolitical and historical 
Cook’s tour of Polish history, begin- 
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ning with the Holy Roman Empire to 
the emergence and present status of 
that area, lying immediately to the 
east of the Oder and Neisse rivers, 
known as the Oder-Neisse provinces. 
The work gains momentum as he 
moves into the twentieth century when 
discussing German and Polish claims 
to the Oder-Neisse. The uniqueness of 
this 191-page work is its unemotional 
treatment of the Polish atrocities 
against the Germans and the German 
atrocities committed against the Poles. 
With remarkable candor, he sheds 
light on the little-known Polish mas- 
sacres of innocent Germans in the dis- 
puted provinces, remarking bitterly, 
“the story of the expulsion of the Ger- 
man population will not be recorded on 
the glorious pages of Polish history,” 
for “Polish rule over the German pop- 
ulation of the provinces... was char- 
acterized by misery, oppression, and 
.the inhuman treatment of these peo- 
ple, most of whom were as innocent 
and peace loving as the Poles who 
ended up in Belsen or the jails of the 
Gestapo.” 





Mr. Ritchie, 24, is a graduate of George 
Washington University. 





If the discussion of atrocities isn’t 
enough to spark controversy, then 
Professor Szaz’s_ interpretation of 
Western diplomacy toward the dis- 
puted provinces will certainly irritate 
many on the left as well as on the right. 
He is critical of the Polish exile gov- 
ernment in London which, he believes, 
because of British diplomacy, naively 
played into the hands of the Soviets. 
He champions United States interven- 
tion in Europe during World War II. 
He is sharply critical of President 
Roosevelt’s diplomacy at Yalta, and 
of some of America’s post-war Ger- 
man policies. 

Professor Szaz is at his best, and 
clearest, when outlining Winston 
Churchill’s role in the Oder-Neisse 
problem. Some 900 footnotes dot this 
short book, a product of almost in- 
defatigable research, reminiscent of 
the best of C. C. Tansill. 

The subject matter of this work will 
hardly evoke a wide readership be- 
cause the work is for the scholar, not 
the layman. Like many foreign-born 
scholars such as Felix Wittmer, Erik 
von Kuehnelt-Leddihn, and Eric Voe- 
gelin, the Hungarian-born author is 
handicapped with a distracting ellipti- 
cal writing style—C. R. Ritchie 
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A Blueprint for Tyranny 


(Editor's note: Jay Lovestone, a stu- 
dent of Communist theory and prac- 
tice for more than 40 years, recently 
appeared before the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee to analyze the 
Statement of the 81 Communist and 
Workers Parties which met during No- 
vember and December of 1960 in 
Moscow. The Statement has been re- 
ferred to as a new Communist Mani- 
festo. Excerpts of Mr. Lovestone’s 
testimony before the Subcommittee 
follow. They are warnings not to be 
ignored.) 


“The recent international Commu- 
nist Conference held in Moscow made 
a number of decisions which affect the 
most vital interests of the American 
people and the entire free world. . . . 
There has been no international Com- 
munist gathering of this size or sort 
since 1935 when the Seventh and last 
World Congress of the Comintern was 
held. 

“.. It is significant that the State- 
ment of Policy adopted by the 1960 
gathering, claiming to represent 
36,000,000 organized Communists, 
was signed jointly by all parties—the 
illegal as well as the legal and the 
Communist parties which are. still 
striving to seize power as well as those 
which already have power. This Dec- 
laration laid down the directives which 
all Communist parties must follow. 

“Out of this Conference there is 
coming a highly disciplined and 
strongly centralized global Communist 
apparatus geared to waging a greatly 
intensified drive against the free 
world and particularly against our 
country, our institutions, and our way 
of life. 

“This threat is very serious. The 
Communists have recovered much of 
the ground they lost in the Polish 
revolt and the Hungarian Revolution. 
Their master in the Kremlin is con- 
vinced that the Soviet military and 
economic position vis-a-vis our coun- 
try and the free world has become 
much stronger. This accounts for the 
arrogant self-confidence and offensive 
spirit of the 1960 Manifesto. 


Reasons for Secrecy 


“By shrouding this conference in 
secrecy the Soviet rulers who ran it 
sought, thereby, to create an atmos- 
phere which might lead the new Ad- 
ministration in Washington to believe 


that something new and different was 
coming out of Moscow to facilitate a 
fresh start in Soviet-American relations. 

“In anticipation, some in our country 
have already begun to attach impor- 
tance to certain so-called cordial over- 
tures from Moscow.... There is no 
basis for these pro-Soviet illusions. 
The Manifesto which the Conference 
adopted is anything but a document 
charting a course for peace.... Out of 
this conference there has come an 
extremist, adventurist program for 
Communist world conquest. The Mos- 
cow Manifesto is a clear and unmis- 
takable declaration of war against 
human freedom, democratic institu- 
tions and the free peoples. 


Full Blast Against the U. S. 


“The statement of policy... is the 
sharpest declaration of war, ever 
adopted by any international Commu- 
nist gathering, against the United 
States, against our way of life, and 
our nation’s role in world affairs. 

“Why? The Kremlin rulers realize 
that, despite all the mistakes our coun- 
try may have made in countering the 
Soviet drive and in spite of the weak- 
nesses we have allowed our economy 
to develop, there is, in the last resort, 
only one force, one real obstacle, in 
the way of their conquering every 
country in Africa, Europe, Asia or 
anywhere else: That force is the great 
American military, economic, techno- 
logical and moral strength and poten- 
tial. 

“I quote (from the Manifesto) : 

‘United States imperialism is the 
chief bulwark of world reaction and 
an international gendarme... it has 
become an enemy of the peoples of 
the whole world.’ 


“This is Khrushchev’s olive branch 
to the United States for 1961. 


“Peaceful Co-Existence”’ 


“In their Conference declaration, 
the Moscow Manifesto manufacturers 
have let a number of cats out of the 
bag—particularly in regard to the real 
meaning of the Kremlin strategy of 
so-called peaceful co-existence. ... 

“Clearly, co-existence as elaborated, 
explained and advocated in the Mos- 
cow Manifesto is not a goal of genuine 
peace; it is only a treacherous weapon 
to be employed for furthering the in- 
terests of Soviet imperialism in its 
drive for world conquest and Commu- 
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nist enslavement of the entire human 
race. 


Eyes on Berlin and Germany 


“The extremely bitter outburst 
against the United States reflects 
Khrushchev’s rage over American help 
to the people of West Germany and 
their splendid achievements in build- 
ing a healthy democracy and reviving 
and strengthening their economy. .. . 
Khrushchev’s agony and arrogance 
over these developments are thus re- 
vealed with ominous significance in the 
Moscow Manifesto: 


“West Berlin has been trans- 
formed into a seat of international 
provocation. The Bonn state has be- 
come the chief enemy of peaceful 
co-existence, disarmament and _ re- 
laxation of tension in Europe. 

‘The aggresive plans of the West 
German imperialists must be op- 
posed by the united might of all 
peace-loving countries and nations 
of Europe.’ 

“Consequently, the Berlin crisis and 
the German situation still are and will 
continue to be the gravest source of 
danger for a world war—regardless of 
how much shooting there may be in 
the Congo, Laos and over Quemoy 
and Matsu. 


National Liberation and Colonialism 


“< 


.... There was presented a some- 
what new formula, if not approach, 
for dealing with this problem. For the 
first time appears in Communist liter- 
ature the expression ‘independent na- 
tional democracy.” Such a ‘national’ 
democracy is considered as a transi- 
tion stage to a ‘peoples’ democracy 
which in turn is a transition stage to 
a full-blown Communist society. 

“This new formulation indicates 
that, under Moscow’s orders and direc- 
tion, the Communists will, if neces- 
sary, move more carefully in countries 
like Cuba, Ghana and even India. Yet, 
despite pledges to give ‘every support’ 
to such regimes, the Moscow Mani- 
festo does not hesitate to criticize 
sharply the United Arab Republic, the 
Sudan and Iraq for ‘mistreatment’ of 
their Communist parties. 


More Trouble for Tito 


“For some time, our government has 
been extending substantial economic 
assistance to the Tito regime of Yugo- 
slavia. Only recently, our country 
extended additional generous help to 
this Communist dictatorship. The 
Moscow Manifesto evaluation of the 
Tito regime is, therefore, of real in- 
terest to our country. 


MARCH 1961 


“The Manifesto categorically con- 
demned Tito’s Yugoslavia. This de- 
nunciation shows Moscow’s intense 
hostility towards a Communist State 
which varies somewhat in form from 
the Russian type and which is against 
being completely subservient to the 
Kremlin. . . . 


“The Moscow conference attitude 
towards Tito reflects Khrushchev’s 
feeling of new strength. The Kremlin 
resents Tito’s influence and organizing 
role in the camp of the so-called neu- 
trals. Chinese Communist pressure 
may also account for some of the 
extreme sharpness. But there is an- 
other and more decisive factor. It is 
the very nature of Soviet Commu- 
nism not to permit any Communist 
Party to have even the slightest degree 
of real independence from domination 
by the CPSU which the 1960 Mani- 
festo characterized as the ‘main force’, 
as ‘the most experienced vanguard,’ as 
‘the universally recognized vanguard 
of the World Communist movement.’ 

“Even the slightest concession 
towards independence, and away from 
total control by the Soviet Party might 
serve as an example for other parties 
to ask the same or even greater liber- 
ties.... We stress this point because 
it applies with equal force to the 
United States Communist Party which 
is more than ever an abject and total 
tool of the Kremlin rulers. 


Multi-Pronged Strategy 


“or 


This drive (in the newly developed 
countries) will be conducted under 
two flags: (1) direct Soviet economic 
intervention and (2) bitter racialist 
propaganda. As shown in the Congo, 
the Communists will engage in ‘hate 
the whites’ agitation and a drive 
against ‘neo-colonialism’ in order to 
discredit and sabotage all economic, 
educational and technological assist- 
ance provided by the democracies. . . . 

“The stepped-up Soviet economic 
action abroad and further industrial 
development at home should not be 
taken as a shift by Moscow to reliance 


“on so-called peaceful economic rather 


than military weapons. For Commu- 
nists, there is no either/or. Commu- 
nists always combine their weapons. 
Besides, the stronger Soviet industry 
is, the more powerful and aggressive 
the military machine Moscow can 
build; the more Soviet economic pene- 
tration abroad, the better can the 
ground be prepared for the infiltration, 
subversion and conquest of the ‘aided’ 
lands. In Communist strategv, the Red 
Flag follows trade. 


Some Conclusions and Proposals 


“With doctrinal leadership and or- 
ganizational control of the internation- 
al Communist movement very firmly 
in the hands of the Soviet Communist 
party, Khrushchev will be the princi- 
pal strategist and undisputed leader in 
extending and deepening the cold war. 
Moscow will concentrate its heaviest 
fire against efforts by the free world 
to cooperate in defense and economic 
undertakings. . . . 


“Our country and all other freedom- 
loving peoples will have to meet this 
Communist strategy directly and ac- 
tively. Passivity, complacency and lack 
of vigilance can lead only to national 
surrender and suicide. . . . 


“There is much to be done in order 
to meet this challenge and defeat the 
threat. First of all, we must realize and 
make clear to the people that the 
world crisis today is not one over 
markets, profits, spheres of influence, 
or forms of economic structure and 
organization. The world struggle today 
is not between ‘capitalism’ and Com- 
munism in the classical sense of the 
word, but between human freedom 
and totalitarian tyranny, between 
democracy (with all its imperfections ) 
and Communist dictatorship. At the 
present juncture of world history, ev- 
ery policy which serves and strength- 
ens freedom is, ipso facto, positively 
anti-Communist. 


“Totalitarian Communism must be 
fully exposed as an ultra-reactionary 
order. Communism masquerades as a 
progressive social order; in reality, it is 
a gigantic fraud employed to take 
away from the people the gains and 
advances in liberty and individual dig- 
nity secured through centuries of up- 
hill struggle. 

“We can and should systematically 
and continually expose the weaknesses 
and inequities inherent in Communism 
as a totalitarian economy. We must 
show that our free economy, with all 
its shortcomings, is far more humane, 
far more socially progressive, and does 
much more than the Soviet economy 
to make life fuller and happier for 
the people. 


“The policies of the Moscow Mani- 
festo are the binding instructions and 
imperative directives for the Commu- 
nist Party in the United States for 
some time to come. Only by under- 
standing fully the sinister aims of the 
Moscow Manifesto—in all its implica- 
tions—can we counteract and defeat 
the Communist enemy within and its 
master in the Kremlin.” 
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